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practice, preparation, and commitment. In par-
ticular, the dedication of the team’s coach,
James Haley, has been instrumental to the
success of the team over the last several
years. Coach Haley revitalized the girl’s bas-
ketball program by instituting summer pro-
grams and traveling teams that developed the
girls’ skill on and off the court. The results for
Coach Haley have been obvious. Over the last
four seasons, the White Mountain Regional
Girl’s Basketball program has amassed a
record of 79 wins and only 6 losses.

Coach Haley deflects any praise he re-
ceives to his talented team and players. A few
highlights from this team include all six seniors
being selected for the 1999 Class M All-Aca-
demic Team. Senior Becky Hilton broke the
her own school record for the most 3-point
shots made during a season. Senior Jennifer
Martin scored her 1000th high school career
point during the team’s quarter final game
against Mascoma, which is a tremendous
achievement for any high school basketball
player.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to list all the
coaches, members, and managers of the 1999
Class M Champion Girl’s Basketball Team:
Coach James Haley, Coach Adrianna
Champney, Captain Jennifer Martin, Captain
Becky Hilton, Stephanie Wallace, Kris Odell,
Keira Russell, Liz Ehlert, Jaclyn Comeau,
Kerry Brady, Jessica LaPlante, Becky Quay,
Martha Harris, Amanda Kay, Gail Snowman,
Adriane Kilby, Liz Samson, Manager Christi
Nugent, and Manager Emily Tenney.

Mr. Speaker, the White Mountain Regional
Girl’s Basketball Team’s coaches, team mem-
bers, fans, family, and school should be ex-
tremely proud of this accomplishment.
Through no small effort are state champion-
ships won, and for 1999 the Class M Girl’s
Basketball Championship is going home to the
White Mountain Regional High School.
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker,

today I am introducing the Serbia and Mon-
tenegro Democracy Act of 1999, a bill which
will target much needed assistance to demo-
cratic groups in Serbia and Montenegro. I am
joined by Representatives BEN GILMAN, STENY
HOYER, JOHN PORTER, DAN BURTON, ELIOT
ENGEL, DANA ROHRABACHER, LOUISE SLAUGH-
TER and JIM MORAN, all strong promoters of
human rights worldwide and the original co-
sponsors of this Act.

It is fitting that this important piece of legis-
lation be introduced today, as a high-level
envoy for the United States is in Belgrade to
seek the blessing of Yugoslav President
Slobodan Milosevic for a political settlement
which hopefully will restore peace to the trou-
bled region of Kosovo. We are dealing directly
with the man most responsible for the conflict
in Kosovo, not to mention Bosnia and Croatia.
Milosevic has maintained his power from with-
in Serbia throughout the 1990s at the cost of
300,000 lives and the displacement of 3 mil-
lion people. He has relied on virulent Serbian
nationalism to instigate conflict which will di-
vide the people of the region for decades.

The most fundamental flaw in U.S. policy to-
ward the region is that it relies on getting
Milosevic’s agreement, when Milosevic simply
should be forced to stop his assaults on inno-
cent civilians. It relies on Milosevic’s dictatorial
powers to implement an agreement, undermin-
ing support for democratic alternatives. In
short, U.S. policy perpetuates Milosevic’s rule
and ensures that more trouble will come to the
Balkans. There can be no long-term stability in
the Balkans without a democratic Serbia.

Moreover, we need to be clear that the peo-
ple of Serbia deserve the same rights and
freedoms which other people in Europe enjoy
today. They also deserve greater prosperity.
Milosevic and his criminal thugs deny the
same Serbian people they claim to defend
these very rights, freedoms and economic op-
portunities. Independent media is repeatedly
harassed, fined and sometimes just closed
down. University professors are forced to take
a ridiculous loyalty oath or are replaced by
know-nothing party hacks. The regime goes
after the political leadership of Montenegro,
which is federated with Serbia in a new Yugo-
slav state but is undergoing democratic
change itself. The regime goes after the suc-
cessful Serb-American pharmaceutical execu-
tive Milan Panic, seizing his company’s assets
in Serbia to intimidate a potentially serious po-
litical rival and get its hands on the hard cur-
rency it desperately needs to sustain itself.
The regime also goes after young students,
like Boris Karajcic, who was beaten on the
streets of Belgrade for his public advocacy of
academic freedom and social tolerance.

Building a democracy in Serbia will be dif-
ficult, and it is largely in the hands of those
democratic forces within Serbia to do the job.
However, given how the regime has stacked
the situation against them,—through endless
propaganda, harassment and violence—they
need help. This Act intends to do just that. It
would allocate $41 million in various sectors of
Serbian society where democratic forces can
be strengthened, and to encourage further
strengthening of these forces in neighboring
Montenegro. It would ensure that this funding
will, in fact, go to these areas, in contrast to
the Administration’s budget request which indi-
cates that much of this funding could be si-
phoned off to implement a peace agreement
in Kosovo. Another $350,000 would go to the
Organization for Security and Cooperation in
Europe and its Parliamentary Assembly, which
could provide assistance on a multilateral
basis and demonstrate that Serbia can rejoin
Europe—through the OSCE—once it moves in
a democratic direction and ends its instigation
of conflict.

This Act also states what policy toward Ser-
bia and Montenegro must be: to promote the
development of democracy and to support
those who are committed to the building of
democratic institutions, defending human
rights, promoting rule of law and fostering tol-
erance in society.

This funding, authorized by the Support for
East European Democracy Act of 1989, rep-
resents a tremendous increase for building
democratic institutions in Sebia and Montene-
gro. This fiscal year, an anticipated $25 million
will be spent, but most of that is going to
Kosovo. The President’s budget request for
the next fiscal year is a welcome $55 million,
but, with international attention focused on
Kosovo, too much of that will likely go toward
implementing a peace agreement. Make no

mistake—I support strongly assistance for
Kosovo. I simply view it as a mistake to get
that assistance by diverting it from Serbia and
Montenegro. We have spent billions of dollars
in Bosnia and will likely spend at least hun-
dreds of millions more in Kosovo, cleaning up
the messes Milosevic has made. The least we
can do is invest in democracy in Serbia, which
can stop Milosevic from making more prob-
lems in the future.

Building democracy in Serbia will be difficult,
given all of the harm Milosevic has done to
Serbian society. The opposition has tradition-
ally been weak and divided, and sometimes
compromised by Milosevic’s political maneu-
vering. There are signs, however, the new Alli-
ance for Change could make a difference, and
there certainly is substantial social unrest in
Serbia from which opposition can gain sup-
port. In addition, there are very good people
working in human rights organizations, and
very capable independent journalists and edi-
tors. The independent labor movement has
serious potential to gain support, and the stu-
dent and academic communities are organized
to defend the integrity of the universities. Sim-
ply demonstrating our real support for the
democratic movement in Serbia could con-
vince more people to become involved.

Finally, Montenegro’s democratic changes in
the last year place that republic in a difficult
position. A federation in which one republic is
becoming more free and open while the other,
much larger republic remains repressive and
controls federal institutions cannot last for
long, yet Montenegrins know they could be the
next victims of Milosevic. It would be a mis-
take to leave those building a democracy in
Montenegro out on that limb. They need our
support as well.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I am today intro-
ducing the Serbia and Democracy Act of 1999
because I feel our country’s policy in the Bal-
kans has all too long been based on false as-
sumptions about the region. Granted, social
tensions, primarily based on ethnic issues,
were bound to have plagued the former Yugo-
slavia, but it is an absolute fact that violence
could have been avoided if Slobodan
Milosevic did not play on those tensions to en-
hance his power. As we prepare debate the
sending of American forces to Kosovo to keep
a peace which does not yet exist, we must ad-
dress the root cause of the conflict in the
former Yugoslavia from 1991 to today. This
Act, Mr. Speaker, does just that, and I urge
my colleagues to support its swift and over-
whelming passage by the House. The Senate
is working on similar legislation, and hopefully
the Congress can help put U.S. policy back on
the right track.
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Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I want to salute
the Winthrop Eagles—the men’s basketball
team at Winthrop University, located in my dis-
trict in Rock Hill, South Carolina. For the first
time in the program’s 20-year history, the
team has won not only the regular season
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